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POINTERS 


A Travelling Secretary to address meeting in defence of Church 
principles has at last been found, and we hope that lie will be able 
to begin his work for the Council after Low Sunday, April 13th, by 
which time he will be free from his present duties. He is the Rev. 
Harry Howard, of whom one who knows him well writes that he 
* has fulfilled along and fruitful ministry in the north of England. 
He was ordained to a curacy at Whitworth in the diocese of 
Manchester, where he later became vicar. He was vicar of the 
mining town of Goldthorpe near Doncaster-for sixteen years and. 
chaplain to the late Lord Halifax. Since 1939 he has been vicar 
of St. Mary Magdalene’s, Bradford. He is a priest of great 
vitality who has always been a leader, deeply respected by 
churchmen of all kinds. He is passionately devoted to the Chure h 
of England as a true and undoubted part of the Catholic Church. 
He has made a special study of the problems of reunion. He has 
remarkable gifts of preac hing and public speaking, and has a 
happy way of presenting a subject lucidly, vigorously, vividly 
and with a persuasive charity. These, combined with his deep 
concern for the things that C.D.C.P. was called into being to 
maintain, will make his a serviceable ministry on our behalf.” 

* * 


Our Concern for Reunion is often called in question because 
we feel bound to oppose what we are convinced are wrong ways 
of trying to bring it about. This is not obstruction, though it Is 
often so named, any more than it is obstruction to warn a person 
that the ice on which he proposes to go skating is too thin to bear 
the weight he proposes to put on it, and that if he will be patient 
there will come a time when the ice will bear not only his own. 
weight, but that of his companions as well. We may have to 
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Wait a long time and we may. become impatient, but no amount 
of impatience will thicken the ice. And so it is with the true unity 
which we seek. It will come when God wills it and not before, 
and man’s impatience will not hasten the day. Premature schemes 
based on wrong principles will bring only disaster, and must 
therefore be opposed. An article on the mght and wrong ways of 
considering reunion problems is printed on page 85. 
* * 


The Apostolic Ministry is one of the essential elements in the 
life of the Church which must be maintained in any scheme of © 
reunion which can be acceptable to the Church. This ministry. 
has been the subject of study by a number of scholars, the results 
of whose work have now been brought together in a volume 
published under the title of ‘‘ The Apostolic Ministry.” A brief 
notice of this important book will be found on page 83. It shows 
how necessary is that ‘* further study ” and “ theological think- 
ing ’’ which the hasty and impatient are so ready to condemn as 
a waste of time. In a deeper knowledge and firmer hold of the 
truth will be found the foundation on which true-unity can be built. 


Reunion by Anticipation is the title of a new pamphlet to be 
published for the Council Very shortly. It is a forthright criticism 
of the South India Reunion Scheme by the Rev. B. P. Burnett, 
who has recently returned to this country after eight years’ work 
as an S.P.G. missionary in the diocese of Dornakal. He is thus 
able to criticize the Scheme not only on theological grounds, as 
this Council has criticized it—and he shows how right the Council 
has been in its opposition to the Scheme—but also with personal 
knowledge of the mission field where this *‘ experiment .”’ is being 
made and of the pastoral needs which are alleged to make it 
necessary. It is the liveliest criticism of the Scheme which we have 
yet read, and we recommend it to all our readers with confidence. 

* * * * 


C.M.S. and South India. The Council is not alone in its doubts 
about the propriety of the decision of the Church Missionary 
Society to continue to support those dioceses in India which may 
leave the Anglican Communion to implement the South India 
Reunion Scheme. Within a few days of the publication of the 
January issue of Fatth and Unity, we heard from a parish priest 
that his Parochial Church Council, which had previously sup- 
ported the C.M.S. from early days, had already decided that their 
annual grant to the Society must be suspended, because they 
could not conscientiously continue to support a Society which 
favoured the South India Scheme. It is indeed unfortunate that 
this great Missionary Society should act in such a way that 
supporters of its work feel in conscience bound to withdraw their 
contributions. 
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THE MINISTRY AND REUNION 


The Apostolic Ministry. Essays on the History and the Doctrine 
of Episcopacy. Prepared undet the direction of K. E. Kirk. 
(Hodder and Stoughton, 42s.) 


Both as a work of pure scholarship and through its relevance 
to current ecclesiastical problems this long awaited book is of 
quite remarkable importance. The names of the contributors 
should be sufficient guarantee of its intellectual quality: the 
Bishop of Oxford, Fr. Lionel Thornton, Dr. A. M. Farrer, Dom 
Gregory Dix, Dr. Jalland, Fr. Parker, Miss Beatrice Hamilton 
Thompson, Miss Ady, Bishop K. D. Mackenzie, Fr. Hebert and 
Canon FF. W. Green are a team not lightly to be dismissed, and 
their unanimity of conclusion is all the more striking in view of 
the widely different angles from which they approach their 
problem. Biblical exegesis, patristic and liturgieal study, 
historical investigation, dogmatic theology are all represented 
in this work; and the conclusion is plain. It is that the line 
which has been generally followed in reunion discussions in the 
last quarter of a century, however well-meaning, has been funda- 
mentally wrong-headed and has glossed over, by false historical 
judgments and ambiguous phrases, most of the real issues at 
stake. For a detailed justification of this assertion the reader 
must be referred to the book itself; all that can be attempted 
here is to bring out some of the salient points. 


Tue Historic EPIscoOPpATE 


In the first place, the common assumption that sound reunion , 
can be achieved by accepting the historic episcopate without 
necessarily holding any theory about it is shown to be historically 
preposterous. For the only factor in episcopacy which has 
remained constant throughoyt the centuries is precisely that 
which implies a very definite theory, namely the Bishop’s share 
in the apostolic office, ‘‘ to shepherd, to consecrate, to ordain, 
and toconfirm.”’ Allelse has shown a quite kaleidoscopic variety ; 
what common factor, apart from the apostolate, is to be found 
in the “tribal wizard” of the Heptarchy (the phrase is Dom 
Dix's), the Celtic bishop shut up in a monastery all the year 
round and only let out at intervals to . ordain, the feudal 
medieval prince-bishop, the “ rubber-stamp ” bishop of the 
post-Reformation Roman obedience, and the Whig prelate of the 
eighteenth century? It is to be feared that what is sath by the 
_ historic episcopate is too often merely what as a matter of history 

the Anglican episcopate has come to be ; and it is far from clear 
that this is what is needed for the Indian or the African church 


of the future. 
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THE ESSENTIAL MINISTRY 


The discrimination between the necessary and the purely 
adventitious features of existing episcopacy which the authors 
make is one of the most valuable elements in the book. For if 
it is vital to preserve those features which are of the essence of 
the Gospel, it is no less important to be ready to abandon, if they 
are stumbling-blocks to our separated brethren, those features 
which, whether useful or pernicious in themselves, are not of 
absolute necessity. What the authors show to be of dominical 
appointment and to be rooted in the Church's initial constitution 
is a ministry (called by Dr. Kirk “ the Essential Ministry "’) of 
shelihim or plenipotentiaries of the Incarnate Lord, a ministry 
begun. in the Twelve and extended to those whom we now call 
bishops, ‘* for a man’s shaliach i is as it were himself.” The bishop 
is not, in fact, strictly a ** successor of the apostles °’, he issimply 
‘‘ another apostle.”’ This is all that he need be, but that he should 
be this is imperative. Whether in addition to this there is a 
Dependent Ministry, exercising some of the. bishop's powers by 
sacramental delegation, is a matter of relative indifference, but 
the Essential Ministry ts essential. 


THE APPROACH TO REUNION 


We can only briefly mention some of the’ other illuminating 
points that emerge in the book. The clearing up of the puzzling 
word episcopos in the New Testament by the suggestion that 
episcope there does not mean an office but a function, so that the 
only two “orders © (in the technical sense) in the New Testament 
are apostles ’’ and elders (presbyterot) ; the exposition of 
the different origin of the apostolate and the presbyterate, and 
of the strange reversal in the fourth century by which the bishop 
becomes an administrator and the presbyter the normal liturgical 
officer; the consequent implication that nearly all modern 
reunion schemes are based upon the ecclesiastical organization 
of the fourth-century church rather. than upon the primitive 
and pre-Nicene conditions ; the medievalism of the presbyterian 
system—these and many other questions are discussed in the 
most fascinating way. And at the end one is left with the sense 
that the only sound approach to reunion is to be made, not by 
bargaining on the basis of present-day forms of church organiza- 
tion, but by a humble and determined readiness to recover the 
essence of the Gospel given by Christ to the Church and of the 
ministry whose fundamental nature remains unchanged in spite ~ 
of all that human sin has done to overlay it. 


FE. L. MASCALL. 
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OUR CONCERN FOR REUNION 


Sometimes we understand a subject best by considering wrong 
as well as night ways of looking at it. We learn by seeing why the 
wrong ways are wrong. Let us do this now with the subject of 
the Reunion of Christendom, and take it in three parts: 1. Why 
we should care about Reunion ; 2. How to understand the present 
disunion ; 3. What we should do about it. 


WHY WE SHOULD CARE ABOUT REUNION 


The main_wrong reason, though we hear a great deal of it, is 

to say that the world is full of serious social, moral, and political 
problems, and needs the witness of a united Christendom to get 
straight again. But men do not need the Gospel any more when 
the world is in more of a mess ; they need it above all, always ; 
not for the solution of problems, but for the salvation of their 
souls. Man's need for God does not fluctuate with the political 
situation, and God is not a means to a secular end. His will 
matters above all, and He “willeth all men to be saved, and to 
come to the knowledge of the truth."’ The disunity of Christen- 
dom is a cause of the loss of souls ; this is the right “ practical ”’ 
reason why we should care about Reunion. 
_ The nght theological reason is that the Church is the Body of 
Christ, and-all its members are in any case one in Him. There is . 
‘one Lord, one faith, one baptism.”’ It is therefore wrong that 
there should be any respect in which parts of the Church are 
opposed to each other. In other words, this disunity is the effect 
of sin, is itself sinful, and is the cause of further sin, such as un- 
charity of all kinds between Christians. 


HOW WE SHOULD UNDERSTAND THE PRESENT DisuNION 


A common but wrong way to understand the present disunion 
is to say that Christendom has become divided by faults in 
ecclesiastical politics at various times, and therefore that the way 
to reunite it is by improved diplomacy, and by agreements not 
to insist on controversial doctrine or practice. This is almost 
wholly untrue. 

Another wrong way to look at it is to suppose that every sect 
of Christians has seen part of the truth, and therefore what is 

needed is for all to merge together, adding their beliefs to each 
_ other’s where they do not directly conflict, and agreeing to differ 
where they do. Any such idea is unhistorical, and will not agree 
at all with the nature of the Church as the one Body of Christ 
‘holding the fulness of His catholic truth by the light and power 
of God the Holy Spirit. | 

The right way of looking at the subject seems to be this: as 
there is ‘one Lord, one faith, one baptism,”’ every member of 
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the Church belongs in one Body to Him, who is the Head of the. 
Body. But in fact baptized members of Christ are divided in. 
Church government and communion, and these divisions will be 
healed by God when the sin of Christians no longer hinders it. 
We call these divisions schisms, and schisms are of two kinds : 
schisms i# the catholic Church, and schisms from the catholic 
Church. It is not hard to see the difference between the two : 
the Church is marked not only by baptism, but also by being 
catholic and by being apostolic. We see in fact that some bodies _ 
of Christians keep full catholic belief, shew the ordinary universal 

_ marks of catholic life (such as using all the seven sacraments, 

’ the same sort of practice in vocal and mental prayer, having the 
religious life, etc.), and are governed by bishops having the 
apostolic power and commission with our Lord's authority. 
Others, though their people are baptized, are defective in all 
these respects ; and we find that these three things stand or fall 
together. For instance, Roman Catholics, Eastern Orthodox, 
and Anglicans have all those marks ; protestant bodies are either 
defective or lacking in all of them. 


we SHovutp Do asourt It 


One wrong thing to do about it is to countenance in any way 

_“* united services,’’ and most of all ** united communions.”’ These 

make the confusion worse than it is, because they rest on a 
make-believe. There can only be unity in catholic truth of 

doctrine and order. We may not worship in a protestant chapel 

(except where charity requires it, as at a funeral), because such 
worship is maintaining a schism away from the Church, expresses 
defective or false doctrine, and is parted from “ the apostles’ 
doctrine and fellowship and the bishop’s authority. 

Another wrong thing to do is to join in any effort for a‘ merger” 
on the principle of reunion by agreeing on the “ highest common 
factor ’ between different Christian bodies. We have seen earlier 
on why this is so. 

The first right thing to do is to be sincerely penitent for our 
own sins as Christians. Such sins caused the schisms, such sins 
maintain them, and we ourselves share in the guilt: If we are 
penitent ourselves, we shall not want to go on to discuss how 
sinful all the other Christian bodies are, and we had better not 
try. | 

The main task for us is prayer according to God's will; and - 
in this case His will has been declared by our Lord : “ that they 
all may be one ; as thou, Father, art in me, and I in thee,|that - 
they also may be one in us.” And we know it is God’s will that 

_ this unity should be in “ the apostles’ doctrine and fellowship,’ 
for it was to them our Lord said “ as my Father hath sent me, 
even so send I you’ and “he that heareth you heareth me ; 
and he that deapiosth you despiseth me.”’ 
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We should pray for the corporate reunion of the divisions 
within the catholic Church. In the case of bodies that have split 
away from the Church, some people confine themselves to praying 
for the individual conversion of their adherents; but it seems 
right to pray also that these bodies too may be corporately taught 
by the Holy Spirit to seek reunion with the catholic Church. 

In all our prayer and work for reunion we must remember that 
fearless proclamation of catholic belief and practice makes for, 
and not against, reunion. The divisions were not caused by this, 
but by quarrels about jurisdiction, and by the sins of Christians. 
When it is God’s will to reunite Christendom, we may be sure 
' that among His instruments will be the reaching of full catholic 

truth, and the example of full catholic 
SNELL, S.S.M. 


WISE WORDS 


OuR quotations this month are from a speech delivered by the~ 
Rev. H. Riley, Secretary.of the Church Union, and are reprinted 
by permission from the Church Union Gazette, No. 814, Autumn, 
1946. * * * * 


‘“ The third of what I regard as the primary purposes of the 
Catholic Revival is the furtherance of the great cause of reunion, 

* which shall undo some of the evils from which the Church has 
- suffered during a thousand years. Here, again, there are certain 
things that must be said in order that we may be frank about our 
own position and make it clear to the people with whom we have 

- to deal. We are working for the ultimate union of all people in 
_ the Catholic Church. However slowly we have to go ‘to get it, 
that is what we want. We are not.accepting any sort of sham 
Christian Church instead of the real article. We do not mind 
going slow if it is necessary, and we will still go on trying, however 
disappointing the results may be, and from whatever quarter the 
dleapposatmnent may come. But the one thing wé can never do 


this, as would stg or mas impossible that ultimate reunion 
with our Catholic brethren throughout the world. 

‘“ There are people who suppose that we are always saying, 
‘No.’ But when you are seeking the pearl of great price, it 1s 
your duty to say ‘No ° to every artificial pearl put before you. 
It is the cost you pay for the last opportunity that God gives you, 
when you have been patient, to say “ Yes’ to the real thing. We 
want the real thing.” 

* * 

“ We stand for two things. We want to be as friendly as 

possible with those outside our Church. The difficulty does not 
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arisé from the attitude of those who are ofitside the Church. 
Friendliness on our part becomes difficult because of the action 
of people inside the Church. If only all those within the Church 
of England stood on stronger ground, it would be much easier 
’ to approach those outside. It becomes extremely dithcult some- 
times for Catholics to have dealings with others, when they know 
that they are likely to be betrayed into actions of which they 
cannot approve by those who belong to their own Church. We 
stand for all possible friendliness with other people, but we 
stand also for the fulness of the Catholic religion. We are-as 
anxious as anyone to see the present unhappy divisions at an 
end, and to bring them to an end we will never stand on our 
dignity in any desire to force our particular Anglicanistns on other 
people. But there are other things not ours-to give away, but 
God's. The person who supposes that a Catholic is willing even 
toc onsider compromising his position does not understand what 
a Catholic is. There is no sech thing as being willing to compro- 
mise on what you believe to be the revelation of God Almighty.” 


LEAFLETS FOR THE TRACT CASE 


Two leaflets, which have been unobtainable for some time, 
have now been reprinted and in spite of greatly increased costs 
are still priced at only one penny each: add one penny for 
postage on up to twelve copies. 


No. 2. THE DANGER TO THE APOSTOLIC MINISTRY 
Ir. Snell, $.S.M., states the Catholic doctrine of the Ministry 
and compares with it the statements made about the Ministry 
-in the South India Reunion Scheme. 


No.-3. THE DANGER TO THE APOSTOLIC FAITH. f 
Canon Hood, Principal of Pusey House, Oxfordexamines 

what the South India Scheme says about the Faith of the Church 

and shows how defective the Scheme'is in certain respects when 

compared with the Book of Common Prayer. 


These and other leaflets and pamphlets suitable for Chuty h. 
Tract cases may be obtained from : / 
W. 1 f 


THE PAX HovusE, 11 DACRE STREET,’ 5 
or from 
THE SECRETARY, C.D.C.P., 6 PERTH ROAb, BECKENHAM, 


Communications for the Editor and subscriptions to J: with and 
Unity (three shillings a year minimum) should be sent to the 
Setstiary, C.D.C.P., 6 Perth Road, Beckenham, Kent. Back is 
numbers of Faith and Unity are available and can bé had from — 
the Secretary, price fourpence each, post free. 
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